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<(RANCE—Instrument which 
nits face appears to be com- 
ete insurance policy and 
sakes no reference to or in- 
ication that it is a certificate 
sued under a group policy, 
il] be deemed an individual 


bona 
icy. 

where policy provides insured 
entitled to have dividends 
pplied against premiums the 
ssurer cannet lapse the policy 
r non-payment of premium 











ntil it gives notice of the 
jvidend apportioned to the 
ATS policy. 

: t from an opinion by 
REA 1.D. rendered July 2 
Monee. ADI ite Div. Mau v. Un- 

Nj F ppellant—Arthur A 
44 respondent—Lior 

Kristeller & Zuck- 

ai ippeals from a judg- 
ttorneywm- determining that the in- 

CO. y in suit had lapsed 
R THE ment of prem) ms 

> ! issued a policy to 
* nt effective July 1, 1948 
ear term policy with 

efit of $1000 and on 


= face is described as a “12- 
1 Term Policy 
ng 





med beneficiary. With 


premium it provides 


INEYS a 
NION 

ers 

ewark 

cet 2-34 





other statement 
as to amount ol! 
how it is to be paid 
further provides 
‘is participating and 
to a Share in the sur- 
fits of the Comy 
annually by the Board 
tors. Such dividends 


LICITED pr. UIT. 


pany 


the request of the 
applied to reduction 


A 


1 payments, otherwis 
oe payable in cash.” 


icy and the applica- 
r, copy of which is 
hereto, constitute 
apes” 
time of the issuanc 
, Mau was employed 
Concrete. The 
the premiums, 
being on Oct. 
f quarter ending Jan- 
2. 1949. No further 
5. N. were paid and no pren 
sent to decedent. 
rminated his em- 
1949 and died 


the 






Q. ¢ 


em- 


the 


ys 





prem- 






contends the in 
suit is not a policy 
‘ate under a group 
y the employer, 
ent’s employment 
isurance terminat- 
since premiums are 
cag certificate 
January 1949. 
By no proof in the 
Rockland held a 
policy and noth 
tent to indicate it 
‘certificate depen 
ster policy for its 
The instrument 
: €0n its face. It is specifi- 
policy, provides 
> application is the 
‘t, makes no re- 
master policy an 
5 Ot itain the provision 
R.S. 17:34-32(m) 
plicable in 1948. Nor 
any termination 
to termination 
Under the cir- 
he instrument must 
&@ one year individ- 


the 
2) 
visa 


riy, 


2. 


ing 





is 





“Xéd premium set 
policy, apparently 
ne licy is a partici 
“€ and the insured ha 


was 





ad 






d 
pplying dividends 





ums. In this situ- 
ht was entitled to 


notice of his premium obligation 


before the policy could be lapsed | 





lor non payment of premium. 
The rule is that where by the 
terms of the policy, the insured is 


entitled to share in the profits of 
company and to have his 
ms discharged pro tanto 


the 


premiu 


y Such dividends as are declar- 

the insurer cannot lapse the 
Ollcy for non-payment of prem- 
l until it gives notice of the 


vidend apportioned to the poli- 
cy in order that assured may 
what amount he is requir- 
e the prem- 





to discharge 
to discharg 





rsed and remanded with 
judgment 


enter 





Seventy-Five Pass 
Attorneys Exam 








The Supreme Court on Tues- 
y announced the names of sev- 
five candidates for admis- 
to the bar who had suc- 


‘eeded 
Atto 
hundred 
ination 


in passing the June 1954 
Examination. One 
en took the 


rneys 


twenty 


, sev 
\ \ 





The new attorneys, with the 
xception of five who have not 
ompleted their clerkship re- 
quirements, will be sworn in at 
the Supreme Court Room in the 
State House Annex, on Tuesday, 
August 3rd, by Justice A. Day- 


ton Oliphant. 





Those who passed are: 
Peter George Alexis 
Martin B. Anton 
Tincent Apruzzese 
Thomas J. Beetel 
Albert G. Besser 
James J. Bonafield 
James William Boyle 
William P. Braun, Jr. 


Albert George Breiding, Jr. 
Lionel F. Briggs 

Wm. Averell Brown, Jr. 
James S. Cafiero 

Vincent J. Commisa 

James L. Cooper 

Rosalie B. Cooper 

Francis X. Crahay 

Daniel A. Degnan 

Lewis P. Dolan, Jr 


Florence Z. Dubrow 
John J. Duffy 
George 


Duggan 

F. Foley 

I Freeman 
Eugene M. Friedman 
Martin M. Friedman 
Edward R. Gavarny 
John J. Genoble 
Irwin N. Goldberg 
Jacob Green 

Joh Sdward Gross 
Bruce D. Herrigel 
Donald S. Kates 
Ancrew Lee Kaufman 





reo] 









Jack Krakauer 
Frank J. Kriesick 
Fr erick W. Kuechenmeister 


orge F. Kugler, Jr. 
ames Robert Lacey 


G 








Alan §S. Lavine 
Jacob Levin 
Edward J. MacDonald 
Henry C. Maiale 
John P. Markey 
2 rH McGlynn 

na Haig ! Mes redith 


Donald A. Robinson 
Sol 1 Re osenberg 
, Joseph Salin 








Robert B. Underhill 
Thomas M. Ve ( 
Alfonso C. Viscione 
Andrew J. Wilson 
Richard W. Withington 
Cyril S. Wofsy 


Herman Joseph Ziegler 


‘Appeal Planned On Issue 


Of State Utility 
Strike Ban 


U. S. high court may spell 





out limitations 


















NEW YOR (ACCN) —Clarifi- 
cation of Rn A ques- 
tions as to how far the states 
can go in attempting to outlaw 
Strikes in publ utilities may 
result from a ition to the U. 
S. Supreme court n fall for 
review of a Virgin Supreme 
Court of Appeals decision hav- 
ing the effect of upholding the 
validity of the Virginia public 
utility anti-strike act. 

The high ginia tribunal 
early this year rejected an ap- 
peal filed by a drivers’ union 


and several 


OI 1tS em} 


yloyees from 


a Richmond Circuit court decree 
holding the anti-strike act “valid 
in all respect Under the Vir- 
ginia law, which revised in 
1952, the governor can order a 
public utility seize operat- 


e 


mission 
the 


d by the state 
if 
utility 


a WOrkK 
thre 
velfare 
The 


case being 


the U.S. Supreme 





and safety 





tion com- 
toppage at 
the state’s 


appealed to 
t stemmed 


from a labor pute between 
the Arnold Bus Line of Arling- 
ton, and the ramated Assn. 
of Street Electric Railway and 
Coach Employees, AFL. The un- 
ion called a trike 1iter con- 
tract negotiati 1i] in Dec- 
ember, 1952. The state then took 
over operation | company 
under the anti-s act. 
Richmond Cire court turn- 


€ 


c 


d down a ple 
1 preliminary 


the state. Subse 


state 


the 


had ret 
Comp: any 
appeal 
state 


the 
union’s 


* eed me 


grounds there 


SY 


was 


( 


from a U.S. Supreme 
ion the 
ing 


and no juri 
The Virgir 
revised 
intended 
of constitutio 


to rem 





precedi 


A 


Wisconsir 





a 


anti-strike law 


in 


ers of the state 
ties. Under the 


One of two 


lations 


the state can seize 





Virginia in 19§ 
labor re n sei 

* public 
vised measure, 


the union for 
‘tion against 
after the 
control of 
ywners, the 
rejected by 
‘ourt on the 


10 controver- 


trike act 
a move 
ny doubts 
resulting 
‘ourt opin- 


year invalidat- 


public utility 
res enacted 
2 separated 
izure pow- 
utili- 





ublic util- 





ity when any st ge of service 
for any reason, endangers the 
public health, welfare and safe- 
ty. 

The other 1952 Virginia en- 
actment provides the state 
department of labor and indust- 








ry shall be the state agency to 
mediate and conc te labor dis- 
putes. It require tices of 30 
days of labor disputes between 
certain public utilties and their 
employees 

About a dozen es now have 
varying types ti anti- 
strike laws, most tl enact- 
ed originally in 47 


Dist. Court Convention 








The convention he District 
Court Association will be held at 
the Hotel Bris 129 West 48th 
Street, New York City, on Oc- 
tober Ist, 2nd and 31 1954. The 
program for the meeting is 


Friday, 


Ss 


October ist 
8:00 P. M. Office > 
Meeting. 

8:30 P.M. Conve 


ntarday, ee r 3nd 
2:00 P.M. Opening session of 
conv ‘atin, General] meeting, 
election of officers, an-| 
nouncements and adjourn- 
ment. 

6:30 P.M. Banquet Guest 


speaker. 


Committee 


n Prologue 


' 
| 
| By Heyman Zimel 
| 


Existing confusion over the 


| extent and application of certain | 


sections of the United States 
Constitution with respect to the 
protection of the civil rights of 
individuals accused of crime 
seems to have reached a zenith 
with the decision (more accur- 
ately, the decisions) of the Uni- 
ed States Supreme Court in the 
recent case of Irvine vs. Califor- 


nia, 74 S. Ct. 381, decided Febr- 
uary 8 of this year. The nine 
Justices of the Supreme Court 


effect, in seven dif- 
ferent ways; there were five sep- 
arate opinions written, two for 
the five-man majority, and three 


divided, in 











for the minority of the court; 
the Chief Justice, Mr. Justice 
Reed, and Mr. Justice Minton 
joined in the final opinion of Mr. 
Justice Jackson, but Mr. Justice 
Reed and Mr. Justice Minton 
NEW LAWS 
The following new Laws have 
been piece ning 
A-68 Chapter 126 July 8 


Validates the appointment of any 
testamentary guardian of any 
grandchild by the will of any of 
his grandparents, heret > pro- 
baied although no law existed 
authorizing such appointment 
and to cancel any bond given by 
such testamentary guardian. 
A-96 Chapter 127 July 8 

Validates any judgment here- 
tofore entered by the Superior 
Court for foreclosure of any tax 
Sales certificates where the page 
of the recording of the certificate 
is incorrect but the property is 
correctly described on the assess- 
ment map. 


A-189 Chapter 128 July 38 


ofore 


Validates certain tax sale cer- 
tificates assigned pursuant to 
Chapter 149, P. L. 1943. 

A-336 Sca Chapter 132 July 8 

Amends Sect. 46:14-2 of the 
Rev. Stat., provides a method for 


the acl iacuiedament or proof of 
corporate instruments where the 
corporation has been dissolved 
and its affairs are under control 
of its last directors. 
S-28 Chapter 137 July 12 
Adjudges as a disorderly per- 
son any person who discharges 
any debris, refuse or other ma- 
terial upon the coastal water or 
tidal water bays from any boat 
which would tend to litter any 
bathing beach. 
S-10 Aca Chapter 147 July 15 
Provides that any person who 
drinks or has in his possession 
any intoxicating beverages while 
in attendance at inter-scholastic 
athletic contests, shall be a dis- 
orderly person 


15 


S-52 Chapter 151 July 

Amends Sect. 2A:164-3 of the 
N. J. Stats. so that the offense of 
assault with intent to commit 
rape, carnal abuse or sodomy 
would be added to a list of of- 
fenses, conviction for which 


would require the person to sub- 
mit to examination at the Diag- 
nostic Center at Menlo Park. 
S-106 Chapter 157 July 15 
Makes any person who discards 
refrigerators in any “public or 
private” place accessible to chil- 
dren whether or not such chil- 
dren would be trespassors, dis- 
orderly persons. 
S-222 Chapter 168 July 15 
Provides for the procedure for 
the sale of real property owned 
by tenants by the entirety where 
one spouse is a mental incom- 
petent. . 
S-307 Chapter 176 July 15 
; Amends Sect. 9:17-20 of the 
|Rev. Stats. to provide for ap- 
peals in bastardy proceedings to 


| the county courts 


CIVIL RIGHTS CONFUSION 


noted their disagreement with a 


| portion of the majority opinion. 


A separate dissenting opinion 
was written by Mr. Justice Frank- 


| furter with the concurrance of 


Mr. Justice Burton; another dis- 
senting opinion was written by 
Mr. Justice Black, and although 
Mr. Justice Douglas joined with 
Mr. Justice Black, he nevertnhe- 
less felt impelled to write an ad- 
ditional dissenting opinion. To 
make the narrow margin of the 
court’s majority even more pi- 


quant, Mr. Justice Clark, while 
concurring with the majority, 
did so only on the basis of a 


case decided in 1949 with which 
he disagreed and in which he 
said, he would have voted 
otherwise had he had the op- 
portunity. The rationale of the 
respective opinions further adds 
to the confusion: various judges 
invoked three different Amend- 
ments to the United States Con- 
stitution as the basis for their 
individual holdings—the Fourth 
Amendment, with regard to un- 
reasonable searches and _ seiz- 
ures; the Fifth Amendment, in- 
volving self incrimination; and 
the Fourteenth Amendment, 
with respect to due process. 

The case considered constitu- 
tional questions growing out of 
methods employed by the police 
to convict the defendant on 
charges of horse race bookmak- 
ing and other offenses against 
the anti-gambling laws of Cali- 
fornia. Defendant had filed an 
application for a wagering tax 
stamp pursuant to the recent 
federal act imposing wagering 
taxes, 26 USC (Sup. V) Section 
3285, and his application, to- 
gether with the federal wager- 
tax stamp, were used as 
evidence against him. The court 
made short shrift of his conten- 
tion that it was error to admit 
this evidence and only Mr. Jus- 
tice Black in his dissentin 
opinion considered the use of 
such evidence a violation of the 
Fifth Amendment. The majority 
rejected defendant’s objections 
on the ground that United 
States vs. Kahriger, 345 U.S. 22, 
had held the gambling tax law 
constitutional and that the law 
specifically provided that pay- 
ment of the tax does exempt 
any person from or 
punishment tat law. Mr. 
Justice Black, whi reiterating 
his objections to the law expres- 
sed in his dissent in the Kahrig- 


ing 





S not 
penalty 


by S e 











er case, said fai that even 
though the law 1 
valid, the 1se 

con: 





“of 


iolation 
the Fift h Amendm ont. 


The stamp tax application 
however was only an incidental 
feature of the case. The more 
serious questions raised were 


those arising from conduct of 
the police officers in obtaining 
their evidence against the de- 


fendant. While the defendant 
was absent from his home, the 
officers had a locksmith make 
a door key. Two days later, 
again in the absence of occu- 
pants, the police made entry 
into the home by the use of this 
key and ir talled a concealed 


microphone from which they 
strung wires to an adjoining 
garage. Officers were then post- 
ed there to listen. A week later 
the police again made surrepti- 
tious entry and moved the mic- 
rophone, this time hiding it in 
the defendant’s bedroom. Twen- 
ty days later they again entered 
and moved the microphone to 


1) 





(Continued on page 5, col. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS’ 


CONTRIBUTION—T O R T ~— 
MASTER AND SERVANT — Al 
tortfeasor who is liable to an | 





of Cornell and demanding tha 


mately caused by the negligence 


Cornell be adjudicated the party 


equality of liablity and hence | 
|the equalization of the burden | 


of discharging the judgment 
t | That component is lacking. 
Affirmed. 








U.S. District Court Decision 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
Plaintiff sued to recover alleg- 
ed excessive freight charges paid 


ENC 
pars 
now 
prin! 















made between Oct. 31 ar; 
20, 1946. On Nov. 23, a 
$1.43 was established by ::.. 





| 
| 
| 













































employee of another for per-| whose sole negligence caused the Oe ; 9 ¢ 
sonal injuries sustained by fie | aestury. or in ce alternative, if| INJUNCTION — RESTRICTIVE | °° defendant. At the rer lipacconial pele om ” _—_ ie 
employee cannot have contri-|it be determined that Electric] COVENANTS — A preliminary |“@S5 0 published through com- wrote defendant dema 
bution from the employer|Company was negligent, it be| injunction to restrain alleged |™Odity rate. The carrier com- refund. Defendant 1 ee 
though the employer’s negli-| adjudicated that Cornell was| violation of a restrictive cov-|PUted its charges by combining Feb. 14, 1948 denying » i 
gence contributed to the in-| jointly negligent and that his| enant will not be granted un-| ‘€ aggregate intermediate rates quested refund. Suit w, es 
jury, where the injury is with-| negligence concurred with the less the covenant, the right to from point of origin to point of stituted = Sept. 28, - 
in the Workmen’s Compensa-| negligence of Electric Company.| enforce it and threatened ir- | %@Stination and arrived at a rate Claiming reparations ‘ 
tion Act. |Cornell moved for summary] reparable injury are clearly|°f $3.01. The shipments were by amencment, Claiming 
CONTRIBUTION—The existence | judgment on the third party and satisfactorily established. |— — nS === charge. ea 

of a common and equal lia-|complaint, which was granted,| RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS —|‘%@t after the sale of the stock Held: Plaintiff doe 
bility in tort is essential to the | and Electric Company appeals. Restrictions on the use of land|is_ ©fectuated to Savage and on any established rate ; 
right of contribution under the | Appellant argues that a tort- are not locked on with favor Kendall, they will have no fur- charge anew that rate 
Joint Tortfeasors Contribution | feasor who is liable to an in-| and are strictly construed with | ‘®€" interest in or connection ‘conceded there was nc 

: | with the development. They fur-|ed rate at the time 


Act. 

Digested from an opinion by} 
Jayne, S.J.A.D. rendered July 2, 
1954. Appellate Div. Farren v. 
Turnpike et als. For appellant 
—Herbert Horn (Lloyd & Horn, 
attys.). For respondent—S.P. Mc- 
Cord, Jr. (Starr, Summerill & 
Davis, attys. William F. Hyland 


Contribution Act of 1952 


gence contributed to the injury 
nothwithstanding the 
ment and injury were within the 
Workmen's Compensation Act. 


| jured person may have contribu- 
tion under the Joint Tortfeasors 
from 
an employer of the injured per- 
son where the employer’s negli- 


employ- 


all ambiguities resolved 
favor of unrestricted use. 


product of covenants actually 
inserted in deeds. 

—The trend of authority 
against extension of the doc- 
trine of implied covenants, 

—In the absence of fraud, oral 


> 


on the brief). we Held: The Joint Tortfeasor’s| representations cannot be re- 

Plaintiff, Farren, was injured | Contribution Act, N.J.S. 2A:53-| lied on to enlarge or add to re- 
while in the employ of respond-|4_1 declares that the right of|  strictive covenants or to create 
ent Cornell in the construction | ¢ontribution exists among joint! a neighborhood plan not speci- 
of a bridge across the N.J. Turn- | tortfeasors, but the statute it- fied in the covenants. 


pike. He instituted suit alleging 
his injuries were caused by the 
concurrent negligence of the de- 
fendants N.J. Turnpike Authori- 
ty and Atlantic City Electric 
Company. The defendant Elect- 


self defines the term “joint tort- 
feasors” as 
jointly or severally liable in tort 
for the same injury.... 
tribution enforceable 


the statute only against a joint 


1S 


ric Company, by leave of court.) tortfeasor as therein defined,|lish & Studer. For defendants | 

9 third nartyv oc aint : ser . +} trad Si 
filed . third Lge complaint namely, one liable in tort. Cook—Smith, Stratton & Wise. 
ee eee that| The Compensation Act super-|For defendants Savage & Ken- 
plaintiff's injuries were Proxi- | sedges the common law remedy in| dall—French & Cook 





where 


tort 


supplanted by the remedy pro- 


vided by 


% 


tiff employee here could not 
maintain an action in tort 
latest rate against his employer, the em- 
Oe en ee ployer is not one liable in tort 


for the injuries sustained. 

contribution is the existence of a 
common monetary obligation to 
the injured party. The responsi- 
bilities of the appellant and re- 
spondent here are distinctly dif- 
ferent. The obligation of appel- 
lant was exercise reasonable 
care and to pay consequential 
damages for its violation of that 





Funds Insured up to $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 


Transactions may be handled by mail 
_ FREE PARKING af Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


to 








SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-3650 ; 


Philip Klein, President 
NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 
Specializing in the Evecution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK Mitchell 2-8220 


se of care on 
The essential component 


of contribution is 


> 
Vik 
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\ yanrin ] 


clp 




















% & e 
Financial Printers 
SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 


required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


71-78 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N.J. 
TeLEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 




































COUNSEL .. . for the Defense 


Loss of Income ~* Professional Disability Plan 


Loss of Life 
Liability 


{professional errors) 


* Life Plan (includes employees) 


Lawyers Protective Insurance 


* NON-CANCELLABLE—The only Group Plans approved by N.J. State Bar Ass’n 


JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY 


1180 RAYMOND BOULEVARD 





NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 
MARKET 3-3086 














“two or more persons 


”. Con- 
under 


it applies to the em-| 
ployment. When the employment 


the Act. Since the plain- | 


The essence of the doctrine of | 


duty. The respondent employer, 

MOHAWK however, was exempt from lia-|} 
bi and was obligated to | 

tion according to 


le irrespective of | 


fy 
fy 


from an opinion by 
JSC. rendered June 
lancery Div. Anders v. 





Digested 
|Goldmann, 
130, 1954. Cl 








enbach & Salvatore. For defend- 
Greenls McCarter, Eng- 


nas 


ant 





j ° 
seek injunction 


with a re- 


Plaintiffs an 
to compel compliance 


|strictive covenant 





is within the Act, the common contained in 
law remedy in tort falls and is|their deeds as well as in deeds | 


| of the owners in the Greenlands 
tract. They seek restraint 
dente lite. Defendants move 
dismiss the action. 
There are ten 
the deeds relating 


pen-= 
to 


| 


| 


covenants in 
set back, 
of building 
like. Covenant number 2 
“No building shall be 
rected... until the exterior de- 
ign and location thereof shall 
be approved in writing by the 
Greenlands Corporation, their 
successors assigns Cov- 
enants or provi “The 

Strictive covenants set  fortt 
herein are imposed pursuant to 
a general plan of improvement”. 


to 


| 
| 
| ° 
| size OI 10t, size 
1 the 


anc 
“ovides 





S 


i 


or 








Ss 
‘ ° de , 
o 9 ae r= 
~ 
1 









is engaged in the real estate 
brokerage business. Defendant 
Cook is its president and the 


|controlling stockholder of Green- 
{lands Corporation. Defendants 
{Savage and Kendall are about 
to purchase all the stock of 
Greenlands Corporation and 
plan to build dwellings on the 
remaining 34 lots in the original 
Greenlands tract on two Streets 


Plaintiffs allege that during 
the period Greenlands and Cook 
ieveloped the tract, they repre- 
sented to plaintiffs that the re- 
Strictions were part of a general 
plan of improvem particular- 
ly covenant number 2 





ent, 


| 2 


erally prevailing and the plac-! 
ing of houses of similar design 
in propinquity to others of that 
design would not be permitted. 
iThey allege further that until 
ithe present time defendants ad- 
|hered to the plan of individual- 
ized American architecture but 
that defendants now propose to 
have Savage and Kendall con- 
struct ranch type homes of mod- 
ern design and of identical floor 
plan and similar exterior except 
for minor details, on the remain- 
ing lots. They seek to enjoin (1) 
construction of any buildings 
{which are not of individualized 
{American architecture in char- 
lacter with the neighborhood and 
| (2) violation of the covenants 
|‘“either express or implied”. The 
allegations of the complaint and 
the supporting affidavits are ful- 
ly countered by the affidavits of 
| defendants including specific de- 
nials of any representations that 
all homes in the tract would be 
of “individualized American 
|architecture” or “over-all Amer- 
lican Type architecture.” De- 
|fendants Cook further assert 











in 


—Neighborhood schemes are the 


is | 


!Greenlands. For plaintiffs—Katz- | 


Defendant Cook and Company | 


recently opened for that purpose. | 


whereby | 
the tract would be developed ac- | 
|cording to the architecture gen- 








| ther assert the covenants con-/| ments were made. Plaintig 
jtained in the deeds constitute to have the court apply ; 
the only restrictive elements in different than the one cz 
the plan of development andj|and to have the court 
that there is no intention of vio- | The issue is what is t 
lating any of them. rate there being no py 
| Held: It is clear plaintiffs are rate. Such an issue c 


not entitled to interlocutory re-| exercise of discretion 








|straint. Not only is their case} C.C. and is not within t Re 
{doubtful in law but it is equally | jurisdiction. pa 
} doubtful on the facts. To justify Additionally, if CRA: 
issuance of an interlocutory in-| one for recovery of 01 Insu! 
| junction, plaintiff's case must it is barred by the — 
j}exhibit a right free from doubt) period of limitations here 
|or reasonable dispute. Where the 49 U.S.C.A. 16(3)(c). is pol 
right to relief by enforcement} ception in paragraph ape 
|of an alleged restrictive covenant | statute, even if applicable ad he 
|is doubtful, relief must be denied.| ran for 6 months fr F { 


1948 to Aug. 14, 
had also expired 
years expired on Noy 


1948 and : 


a 4 
Ww 


}Such a covenant and the right to 
| ’ o . > 

invoke equity’s injunctive pow- 
er to enforce it, must be clearly 


i1€L 


mobi 





) and satisfactorily established.|If it be deemed an ti 
| And, plaintiffs must also show a/ reparations it was barr 
threatened irreparable injury.) Novy. 20, 1948 by 49 US 
|Plaintiffs have not made out a| (3)(b). 

lcase entitling them to prelim- Since the Court ha 
inary injunction. diction over the sub 

It is conceded that a general|and since the action is o1 
{scheme of development was|by the statutory limit 


complaint is dismissed 
Theobold v. D.L. & W 

by Judge Modarelli 

1954. Civil 763-49. 


|adopted which was embodied in 
| the covenants. Defendants assert 
| they will live up to the letter of 
the restrictions contained in the 
covenants. Plaintiffs seek to spell 
out their right to relief from the 
written covenants plus alleged 
oral declarations and the man- 
ner in which the tract has actu- 
ally developed during the years. 

The restrictive covenants are 
clear and aS a group compose 
the general plan of improve- 
ment. Restrictions on the use of 
land are not looked on with fav- 
or. They are always to be con- 
strued strictly and ambiguities or 











ZLwanzig s Bankrupte 


i 


| 


Practice and Proced 


| 
| 
| WITH FORMS 








Rerised 2nd Edition 


|uncertainties are to be resolved 
jin favor of the owner’s unre- || @ Step-by-Step Instructions 


[stricted use of lands. 

| Neighborhood schemes are the 
|product of covenant. They arise 
|where the plan is secured by 


Attorneys, Receivers, Trust 


Creditors and Bankrupts. 











oe gra Raa secs Ma: @ Bankruptcy Act with 
}covenants actually inserted in 
| the deeds. The trend of authority Acmcmmmmonns to Gate, i 
|is against any extension of the tated. 
{doctrine of implied covenants. 
| What plaintiffs seek here is to $20.00 4 
add to the covenants a restric- 
tion based on oral representa- 
{tions. This would violate the GANN LAW BOOK 
| Statute of frauds. Parol evidence 
{would be admissible if there 224 Market Street Eg 


|were proof of actual fraud but 
{fraud is not charged or proved. 
Judgment for defendants. 


Newark 2, N. J. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 








nargeable with such notice or 

‘ njowledge of the agent as the 

229 incipal would have received 

“<%. ne had acted in the matter 
or himself. 

Knowledge or notice of an 
gent acquired in some trans- 
tion prior to the transac- 
jon for the principal involved 
7 imputable to the princi- 














ORM: ATION — Reformation 
jl] be granted on ground of 
nistake only where the proof 
€ a; the mistake is clear and 
(€. if onclusive and the mistake 
serted is specific. 

eformation on the ground of 
mistake Will not be granted 
' 2 Mi here the mistake is the result 
ithe negligence of the cem- 
jaining party. 

URANCE — An_ insured 
U0. der a duty to read his policy 
nd immediately notify the in- 
wer of any alleged error or 
eviation therein. 

CRANCE — REFORMATION 
Insurance policy will not be 
formed on ground of mistake 
here insured failed to read 
is policy and would have dis- 











is 





= overed the alleged mistake 
ad he done so. 

as ested from an opinion by 
+ 8 Bey, J.S.C. rendered July 

iG “appellate Div. Millhurst v. 
mobile. For appellant 

f re D Parsons —_ re- 
Marshall Crowley 

arry On a Oulldalns 

ed ais erain, hard- 

property salvagin 
Prior to April 1948 


property with vari- 
»s. In April 1948, at 
Wigcortz 


n or one 
fe agent, 
jalli =_ risk with | Con- 
“aental I rance Co. Wi 
cial agent f Cc n- 
‘Callies, to inspect 
and re-rate then 
je certain recom- 
which were a} 
ied with. In Janu 
wrote plaintiff 
-lude ONuUull¢ 


ced 
‘umber yard schedule, 


wo} 


upte 

















ton 


tions | 
Trust ’ eiiio, ¥ 
t that there w 
the dryers 
that it warré 
yuld not be uss 
was first notified 
Continental is- 
containin I 


as 


upts. 





with -d un- 








pxcY — The principal is only | t 


typed in: “In consideration of 
the reduced rate at which this} 
policy is written it is hereby 


warranted by the insured that| 
the dryer located in Building 6A} 


will not be used. This warranty 
Supersedes any other privilege in 
~ 4; 
onflict 
the policy.” 
It appears however, 
to issuance of 


that prior 


arré 

















to the effect that the dryer would 
not be used unless the company | 
were first notified. Plaintiff 

1ims this was its understand- | 
ng as to use of the dryer and 
admits it did not read the policy 
and was unaware of the war- 
anty therein. 

In November 1949 Continental 
ecided to surrender part of 
laintiff’s risk and W orem who | 
ulso represented the defendant | 

ies placed 1/6 of the cov- 

rage with each of them. The 

rranty contained in the orig- 

policy was included in the 

ies defendants issued 

and it is uncontroverted that 

WwW rtz did not advise either 

pany of the extraneous ar- 

angemer with Carling con-| 
ise of the dryer 

Or e 9, 1950, after 18 con-| 

ious ours Of operation of 

ryer, a fire occurred. It is 

eed that neither defendant 
had notice of the oral agreemer 
of the use of the dryer before 

or after becoming insurers. Plain- 


f sued def 


i endants on their pol- 
‘ies Det fer 








idants answered 

uns each of express war- 

iff replied defend- 

ant i the breach by rati- 
of Wigdortz’s agreement 
‘ceptance of premiums and 

rthe ylicies should 


ground of 
and inequit- 








le duc I 1e part of de- 
nd 
Tl 4 no not 
if use of the Vas 
Wigdortz subsequent to 


date ol -fendar 
1 there 
als 


Plaintiff appeals. 
argument is that 


oent 
agent o 








vledge of the 
angement and notice of the 





‘ + drwdoar 
> the aryer 





would 
ledge and 





KNOW 








ibutable to his 





) a prin- 
hat therefore when 

als cepted the 

th that knowledge, 

the ived any breach of war- 








—_— Although the 


reduced the death tax burden in many in- 


Thus, careful planning of your client's estate 


before starting to draw 


utmost importance. 


Tf 
i 


can be helpful, just pick up the phone, call 


-5800 and ask for one of our 


MArket 
Trust Officers. 


‘MBER FEDERAL DEPOSIT 


ESTATE PLANHING 


Marital Deduction has greatly 


stances, there are other ways to save taxes. 


fyou think that our experience in these matters 


. BRDELITY Union TRUST 


COMPANY 
NEWARK 
BELLEVILLE e EAST ORANGE e 
hee: Jersey 


his will is of the 


IRVINGTON 


INSURANCE CORPORATION 








therewith contained in| 


the policy an oral! 
angement was made between | 
plaintiff, Wigdortz and Carling | 


f defendants, } 


lof 17 w 





Held: There is no evidence 
Continental ever had actual 
|notice of the arrangement. In 
\ Saat. the policy was issued after 
the alleged agreement and con- 
tained the express warranty. And 
jit is conceded defendants never 


|had actual notice of the alleged 


| ranty if. in fact, one existed. 
| 






agreement. Further, the notices 
| given by plaintiff to Wigdortz as 
|to intended use of the dryers} 


were all before defendants be- 
came parties to the policy. Thus 


for plaintiff to prevail, it must 
be shown that knowledge of 
Wigdortz is imputable to and 
| binding on the defendants. 

| The rule is established 
that notice to an agent is notice 
to the principal only if it comes 
}to the agent while he is con- 
| cerned for the principal and in 
the course of the same transac- 
tion. The principal is only 
{chargeable with such notice or 
knowledge of the agent as the 
principal would have received if 
|} acting in the matter for himself. 
| Applying this r ippears the 











idefendants cou possibly 
| have learned ntext of 
|} the oral agreement if they acted 
|for themselve T} ement of 
| time, the indefiniteness of its 
| alleged terms and the express 
| Warranty in the policy they as- 
}sumed are all to the contrary. 
| The Knowledge of t} ent Wig- 
|dortz was a ‘quired well before 
defendants were in anywise con- 
cerned, was no red during 
the course of vithin his 
agency relationship with de- 
fendants, and was not conveyed 
to defendants. The ention of 
waiver therefor must fail. 
Equity will reform a contract 
the case of t of one 
party accom} fraud or 
inequitable con n the part 
of the other but t proof must 
ce clear and « To pre- 
1 Jlaintiff he vOuld have to 
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t j policies 
is } ntil after 
t I neg- 
! and disregard of duty. 
The recent Heake v. 





1guish- 








k Ss Court 
af )f an in- 
su warranted 
ar ception be policy 
W ambiguous, and confusing, 

to a reasonably intelligent 





all and the 
rienced boy 
n advantage 
ywledge and 

cionable conduct a the 
There are 1 lilar facts 


person, the 
insured wa 


print 

1S an inex 
ho was 
of by me superior 
uncons 
agent. 














here and no basis for bringing 
this case within the rrow ex- 
ception of the Heake case. 


Affirmed. 


unless 


“Education pays- 
’re an educator.’ 


| Teacher. 
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you- | 
"—Texas Parent | 


JURISDICTION — JUDGES — 
WORKMENS COMPENSATION 
—By virtue of N.J.S. 2A:3-7 
and the Supreme Court Order 
of Oct. 30, 1952 and R.R. 1:31- 
1 the Superior Court Judges 
assigned to the Law Division 
in Hudson County have juris- 
diction and authority to hear! 
appeals from the Workmen’s | 
Compensation Division to the 
Hudson County Court. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Proctor, A.J.S.C. rendered July 2, 





| bile policy, 


1954. Hudson County Court. Dun- | 


can v. McCormack. For petition- 
er—Aaron Gordon. For respond- 
H. Jones. 

applies to vacate an 
by the Assignment 


Petitioner 
order made 


Judge of Hudson County referr- | 


ing the hearing of this appeal 
from the Division of Workmen’s 
Compensation to Superior Court 
Judge Mariano who is assigned 
to Hudson County. Petitioner 
argues that the County Court as 
statutory tribunal has exclu- 
sive jurisdiction to hear such an 
appeal and that a Superior Court 
judge is consequently without 
authority in such matters. 

Held: Appeal from the Work- 
men’s Compensation Division is, 
under N.J.S.A. 34:15-66, to the 
county court of the county in 
which the accident occurred. 
J.S. 2A:3-7 provides that “Any 
judge of the Superior Court 
sitting in the county court shall 
have all the powers and juris- 
diction vested in or exercised by 
such county court or any judge 
thereof” 

On Oct. 30, 


a 


1952 the Supreme 


Court made an order, which is 
stil! in force, that all Superior 
Court Judges assigned to the 


Law Division in Hudson County, 


are designated and empowered 
to sit in the Hudson County 
Court pursuant to the statute, 
nd that all judges of the Hud- 
son County Court, are assigned 
to sit temporarily in the Su- 
perior Court, Law Division, in 


Hudson County, to try cases and 


hear motions pursuant to Rule 
Al18, now R.R. 1:31-1. 

In view of the cited statute, 
rule and order, it is clear that 
Superior Court Judge Mariano 
has jurisdiction and authority to 
hear and determine an appeal 


from the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Division. 
avi dlicat 


denied. 


CALL Mitchell 3-4430 


For the F-A-S-T-E-S-T Bond Service 


BUSINESS OF 


PHILIP FIERSTEIN & CO. 


17 ACADEMY STREET 
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Driver Held Not Covered 
By Owners Liability 
Policy 


A person who is allowed to 
drive an automobile by one who 
has been given the owner’s per- 
mission to use the car for a spec- 
| ific purpose but who has no au- 
thority to delegate such permis- 
sion, is not an additional in- 
sured under the terms of the 
owner’s public liability automo- 
which extends cov- 
erage to “any person while using 
the automobile . . . provided the 
actual use of the automobile is 


by the named insured or with 
his permission”; this was the 
holding of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Third 
Circuit in Aetna Casualty 
and Surety Company v. DeMai- 
son et al., no. 11168, opinion by 
Circuit Judge Kalodner, filed 
June 7, 1954. 


The court in that case reversed 
an order of the district court 
which had held that the driver 
was covered. 

ANNOU NCEMENT 

Frederick B. Pridmore, Jr. has 
moved his offices to 620 Newark 
Pompton Turnpike, Pompton 
Plains. 


The 
New Lawyer’s 
Protective Policy 


This policy gives complete protec- 
tion to all lawyers, whether they 
are Practice, Title 





in General 
Specialists, Title Searchers, Negli- 
gence Attorneys, Patent Attorneys 
or in any other special field of law. 


You are insured under this policy 
inst claims arising from any 
negligent act, any error, or any 
omission occurring in the per- 
formance of any professional ser- 
vice renderec your clients. 


aga 


, 
1 to 


> today for de 
let and 


scriptive 


schedule of rates 


FRED W. ANDRES 
COMPANY 


1180 Raymond Boulevard 
Newark 2, N. J. 


Mitchell 2-2965 or MArket 4-1900 
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The new 


The charge for a set 


keeping problems. 


An Announcement 


TO OWNERS OF THE BLUE-BOUND VOLUME 
OF REVISED RULES OF THE 
NEW JERSEY COURTS 


and amended Rules. 
September 8, 1954, are now available in sheet form to 
facilitate insertion at the proper places. 
inserts, your book will be up-to-the-minute. 


have only one place to look to locate the current Rule. 


of inserts is only 


a check must accompany your order, to obviate book- 


become effective 


With 
You will 


these 


$1.00, but 








4 limited number of orders for bound 
volumes of the Rules with inserts can be 
filled at 35.00 per copy 
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Write To Your U. * Senators! 


Preside 








For a time it 


social security legislation which would 








covered by including lawvers among = r ) 
would have clear sailing in Congress. Such pa 1 Lt 
House of Repre sentatives and seemed to be on the way to approval 
by the Senate. Now it appears that the Senate Finance Committee 
on Monday last has eliminated Are ) of self-emploved, it 
cluding lawyers and other professionals, from such cov rE en 
on a voluntary basis 

Such action would appear to be contrary to the will of lawyers 
as eX] pressed in polls taken of lawyers 


and local 





1duct 
Associa 
by ove erwhel 


bar i poli col 


the 


in Ti 


coverage 
I Alexander 
Maj ority Le 
and Sen- 
inance Commit- 


essmen are 





-ader 





Johnson 





} 





still 
esentatives 


about 1t 1s 










ant the coverage | :1: 





Says Constitutionality of Fluoridation 
Now Established 





many 
gener- 
ater, in 
promote — hea ltl 







“mass 1edication.”’ 

the argu can has 

run—it represents a form of 
1 constitutes a 






rty and, as ap- 

I ho object to 

medication on religious grounds, 
liginie 17} 


them of religious liber- 





Jenrive 
aeprives 


well. 


oranaum 


he Supreme Court 











1954 (22 L.W. 3323) denied r 7 he de Aryan case indicates 
in the case of de Aryan v. Butler. that the Supreme Court is con- 
This is the case ] the tent to leave undisturbed, so far 
California courts upheld the ac- as fluoridation of public water 





concerned, the dis- 
which it has recognized 


between compul- 


supplies is 
inction 
othe 


of the municipal authori- 
Diego in ordering a 


fluoridation of the in 


tion 
ties of San 
program of 


fields 


public water supply. 260 P. (2d) sions which are imposed direct 
98 (1953). The Supreme Court upon individual conduct. with 


penalties for 
those which are 
sonably incidental to 
furnished service or 
The constitutional issues in the 
de Aryan case, i.e., those of police 
power and of individual freedom 
were considered also in the 
of Kraus v. City of Cleveland, de- 
the ef-| cided last October by the Court 
spel, of Common Pleas of Guyahoga 
County of Ohio. 116 N.W. 
779 (1953.) The court in 
case expressed the 
that: 
“The 
treat one’s 


refused to review the conclusions 
reached by the State courts and 
challenged by the petitioner that 
the program, as adopted, (1) re- 
presents a valid exercise of the 
police power and (2) does not 
violate constitutional guarantees 
of indi ‘ligious and other 
freedoms 


ridual reli 
For practical purposes 
fect of this decision is to dis 
the constitutional uncertainties 
which have beclouded this field 
of public health activity and to 
clear the way for the considera- 
tion of fluoridation proposals on 
their merits, within the frame- 


indirect or 





facility 








(2d) 
that 
conclusion 
right of an individual to 
health as he deems 


work of the State and local au-! best, as claimed by the plaintiff, 
thorizing statutes. Legally, the! is a right which he must yield 


where a 
in the 


the common good, 
or local subdivision, 


of 


conten- 


the | to 
state, 


most interesting 
litigation has 


aspect 
been the 


violation, and} 
rea- | 
a publicly | 


case | 


Announce New Periodical | VOICE 


"The Practical Lawyer" 


OF THE BAR 
COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 





tical Lawyer”, an 
kind of periodical 
is to be the latest 
he Committee on 
}Continuing Legal Education of 
the American Law Institute, col- 
laborating with the American 
|Bar Association, whose “oe which, if not arrested, will lead 
| quarters are in Philadelphié The | ¢, the utter destruction of the 
| work of the committee in assist-|1aw as a noble and honored pro- 
}ing State and local bar associa- | The frontiers of no other 
tions throughout the country | profession are more 
and in conducting lecture pro- poorly guarded, more often 
rams and institutes for lawyers | breached and less clearly defined 

has now become very well known. /than that of the law. _ 
|In addition, the practical, “how-| y+ is common knowledge that 
to-do-it", handbooks of the com-/ the road to a successful practice 
mittee have been so well received | of the law is a most di fficult one. 
t more than 100,000 of them Many vears of youth. much labor, 
use by the lawyers Of| oreat privation and large a- 


Prac 


new 


“The 
entirely 
for lawyers, 
undertaking of t 


Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 

I appreciated deeply your re- 
cent editorial concerning the il- 
legal practice of law, primarily 
because in my opinion it points 
to an ever-growing malignancy 
within the art of legal practice 





as 
fession. 
respected 








ry _ |mounts of money are expended 

primary concern of th€/on such a venture; anxiety and 

new magazine is to be the gen-| fears beset one at every turn. 
eral practitioner. It will offer};pen when at lone last the end 
practical KnoW-now and NoW~' of that road is reached, and the 


-do-it’ suggestions on prob- "r\1) ¢ 
o-do-i uggest S PrOD- | young s 




















ems “( of the! nized 
I 41 T€- | person 
w the methods | cejence b 
na age prac- | trusted and relied upon in his 
tice which are amenabie to new dealines with the public. the new 
und ) d techniques. It Will| attorney turns his head to find 
é id « Iss NOW “speC- | insuranes eal estate 
t ae ic bankers 
aS an ther per- 
Ke ' ay quit succe ssfully 
in legal practice without 
so much as ever having cracked 
a case book. Indeed, as I shall 
later show, it is often the lawyer 
himself who knifes his profes- 
sion and consequently his 
brothers in the back because he 
desires to make a “fast buck” 


commercial 


some 














nstit on in which he has an 
interest, because he is near- 
ighted. or because he is down- 
right ignorant. The general ef- 
fect of all this is to keep pros- 
pective ts out of lawyers’ 
offices, the result of which is 
great worry and loss of 
ime ayman advised by 
legal quacks, and the social and 
oo undermining of those 
trained and licensed to give legal 















ieereeae advice. It is little wonder why 
| PEPE SEAOT, “ha _COMmmMer=!the your practitioner often 
j Clal transact the family. | finds } lf in difficulty with 
} The periodical w be pub-| the hen, by reason of no 

clients and consequent financial 








‘ listress, he com some un- 
ethical act. 





at follow, I shall 
‘ibe one phase of 
practice of law in 
as I see it. and shall 
a solution 
and press- 
hope that it 


€n otners in the pro- 
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South Oran 


|tions for admission to 

1S ho 1 of Seton Hall Un 

will close August 15, Dr. 

r Rooney, Dean of 

School, announced today. All 


necessary documents must be 


submitted before that date to 
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~~ 





he Law School at 40 Clinton 
Street, Newark. 

Registration will be held from 
September 7th through 10% h with 
classes beginning on Sept. 13. 
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Civil Rights Confusion 


California, 342 U. S. 165. In that 
ee" 2 EEE —— | case, where the defendant had 
, where it remained un- heen convicted of the possession 
officers had overheard | of narcotics on the basis of evi- 
sir oigecseccmparies state-| dence of possession of morphine 
ior tone  hagoe ge ,_| capsules obtained from him by 
f the Judges of the Su- forcible stomach pumping, the 
Court were shocked by court did not rely on the Fifth 
Micial conduct of police amendment, channeled to the 
Mr. Justice Jackson in| states by way of the Fourteenth 
jajority opinion character- amendment, but invoked the 
e conduct as “almost in- Fourteenth Amendment direct- 
le if it were not admitted”’. |)y 

i that these repeated en- " The Rochin case was an inter- 
defendant's home with- esting application of the exer- 
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search warrant “was alcise of equitable judgment by 
espass, and probably a burg-|the Supreme Court in deter- 

-; for which any unofficial' mining what is or is not due 

son should be, and probably process. The court held that it 

yid be severely punished was its responsibility to ascer- 

x police measures have come tain in any given case wheth- 

sur attention that more flag- er the proceedings resulting in 

It rly, deliberately and persist- conviction offended ‘those 
“y lated the fundamental canons of decency and fairness 

iffs ‘fnciple declared by the Fourth which express the notions of 
Db... Ep ‘t, SO justice of English speaking peo- 

did he consid ne ples even towards those charg- 

f the police that he ed with the most heinous of- 

i that a copy of the re-! fens a in the Roch- 

the case, together within case, in hich the decision 

the opinion of the wa unanimous, was written by 

srt, be forwarded to the Attor- Mr. Justice Frankfurter and the 

G 1 of the United States same Justice sought to invoke 

possi prosecution of the the principles of that case to 

We fficers for the federal decided the Irvine case. What 

me under 18 USC (Sup. II Mr. Justice Frankfurter found 

ion 242. (It was this portion decisive in both cases was not 

‘he opinion in which Mr. Jus- | that the evidence had _ been 

- Reed and Mr. Justice Min- obtained through an unauth- 

did n join.) Nevertheless,|orized search and seizure, or 
majority of the court sus- through compulsory self in- 





red the conviction on the crimination, but that there was 
und that the Fourth Amend lonal aggravating conduct 
mt, against unreasonable *-h the court found “repul- 

d seizure, is applic- | sive’. In the Irvine case, how- 








vel Mr 
could not 


Frankfurter 
majority of 


Justice 
get the 


federal 
the case of 


to the court 


following 





if Colorado, 338 U.S. 25, the court to agree with him, ap- 
e Fourteenth Amendment parently, that the officers’ con- 
snot {1 the admission of duct was sufficiently repulsive 
ence obtained by an unrea- or that it sufficiently offended 


’ and fairness” to vitiate 


urch and seizure in a ‘‘dece: 

















for a State crime the conviction. Mr. Justice Clark 

(. Justice Frankfurter, in in concurring with the majori- 
dissenting opinion recogniz- ty ‘but only on the basis of 
Ngia-hat the Wolf case had held stare decisis) called Mr. Justice 
holding of Weeks vs. Frankfurter’s viewpoint an “ad 
States, 232 U.S. 383,|hoc approach”, a view which 

n invalidated a federal con- Mr. Justice Frankfurter reject- 
LAMOMMion based upon a search and ed. The judicial judgment in- 
without warrant, volved in applying the due pro- 

Edit bout ooravating circum- ess Cintas, he said, was “an 
1,2 Bees of misconduct, not empi process in the sense 
state co that “results are not predeter- 





mechanically ascer- 
But that is a very dif- 
thing from conceiving 
the results as ad hoc decisions 


ptin the ] hat mined or 
oo ourteenth dens ent was tainable 
+5 2 conduit of the Fourth ferent 













































- to the states, he 
applied the prin- in the approbrious sense of ad 
f ie process of the hoc. Empiricism implies judg- 
reenth Amendment direct- ment upon variant situations. 
) the facts of this case to By t wisdom of experience, ad 
x ce that there — be a/hocne in adjudication means 
Bat sc] of the convictio {r. treating a particular case by} 
F rter reli self and not in relation to 
e of Rochin the n ¢ of | a course of de- 
MAURICE C. BRIGADIER r Review 
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- Newar N.J., in preparat ry 1954, and 
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é i 
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<.. Including amended rules 
-M- “Wily enacted statutes 
strongly recommended tnat students enroll immediately 
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*c@ preparation for the examination prior to the opening 
Enroll at and address all com tions to 
22: 40 Journal Square, Jersey City 6, N. J. 
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‘cisions 


| pressive of liberty. The 


and the guides they | 
serve for the future. There is | 
all the difference in the world 
between disposing of a case as 
though it were a discrete ion) 
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Federal Tax Notes 





BY 
HAROLD KAMENS 


Walker, T.C.M. 6-21-54. 
| GROSS 
GROSS INCOME: Taxpayer, 2 |leased real estate to a 


INCOME: Taxpayer 


trotting 


stance and recognizing it as | manufacturer of ladies hosiery, °rganization for a fixed rental 


part of the process of judgment, | 
taking its place in relation to| 
what went before and further 


cutting a channel for what is| 
to come.” 

Mr. Justice Jackson, writing 
for the majority, also rejected 


bring the case| 
‘iples of Mr. Jus- 
as expressed in 
and the present | 
isons are not too 


the effort to 
within the prin 
tice Frankfurter 
the Rochin case 
dissent. His re: 


clear and } ibly contradic- 
tory. In one paragraph he refers 
to Mr. Justi Frankfurters’ 





principle as an attempt to make 





inroads upon the Wolf case by 
holding that it applies only to 
searches and_ seizures which 
produce “on our minds a mild 
shock, while if the shock is 
more serlous, the states must 
exclude the evidence or we will 
reverse the onviction”. Yet, 
elsewhere he determines that 
the compelling reason for the 
Rochin decision that it in- 
cluded the element coercion, 
certainly a reliance on a ques- 
tion of degree of shock which he 
has elsewhere ‘cluded 

Both Mr. Justice Jackson and 
Mr. Justice Clark reject the 
Frankfurter re ning on the 


that the pplication of 
principles of due 
the 


ground 
abstract 


cess would confuse police 





and state court determining | 
the validity of tigative con- 
duct and would not provide a 
clear guide to conduct, an 
ironic objecti leed, in view 
of the indecision of the various 
Supreme Court Justices in this 
very case. 

If a clear guide to constitu- | 
tional evidence sought, one | 
can find it in the dissenting | 
opinions of Mr. Justice Black | 
and Mr. Justice Douglas in the 
Irvine case, and concurring | 
opinion of Mr. Justice Douglas | 
in the Rochin case. Both main- | 
tain that the Fourth Amend-| 
ment and the Fift Amend- 
ment should b applied in 
state and fe ul courts. Mr. | 
Justice Black refuss to agree 
that the Fift {mendment’s | 
guaranty aga incrimin- 
ation testimo de spirited 
a\ by the contri- 
vance of using federally extort- 
ed con nfe ssions to convict of state 

rimes and vice ve He says | 


that “this treatment of the 








States and the ral govern- | 
ment as thoi the were en- 
tirely foreign to each other is| 
wholly concept ” He | 
insists that teenth| 
Amendment make the Fifth 
Amendment ap k to states 








heraft vs. 
143, “the | 
United States | 
ainst a con-| 

dual in an| 
means of a} 

Mr. Justice | 
apply 
t to the 
ghts was 
y accus- 
the police 
were oOp-| 
guaranty 
against unreasonable searches 
th seizures contained in the 

Fourth Amendment was one of 
tinasi hataaenede exclusion of 
evidence is inde ly effec- 
tive sancti If the evidence 


can be used, no matt VY law- 


quotin 








history showed 














less the search, the ] ection of 
Fourth Amendment, to use 











the words of the cour 

Weeks case, ht as well be 
stricken from th titution’ ” 
This is in accord Mr. Jus- 
tice Douglas’ unequivocal opin- 
ion in the Rochin where he 
argued that the evidence obtain- 





ant was in- 
‘ause Of a vio- 
cess, as the 


ed from the defe 
admissible, not |} 
lation of due pr 








majority of the court held, but 
because of the command of the 
Fifth icine 

Where does all this leave the 


| 000.00 payment for an insurance 
| business, 


pro- | 


}of the 


| fairness” 


| upon—the Constitution. The Bill 


|made arrangements with a re- 
tailer for an officer or taxpayer 
to receive 5/6 of the retailer’s | 


profits. 
Held: Profits were taxable to} 

corporation. Miller-Smith Hosie- 

ry Mills, 6-17-54 22 TC 
DEPRECIATION: From a $10,- 


taxpayer allocated $8,- 
000.00 to a covenant not to com- 
pete over a five year period. | 

Held: Deduction not allowed | 


to protect the intangible assets 


| income 
| Galt v Com., 
CRIMINAL PROSECUTION: in 
;his charge to the jury in a tax 
evasion trial, 
cussing penalties, stated that in 
event of a conviction, 
| defendant could appeal. 
Charge 


the 


Held: 
since covenant was used merely |versible error. 
C.A. 6-17-54. 


and assigned a percentage to 
each of his three sons. 

Held: Since the income cannot 
|be separated from the property, 
is taxable to taxpayer. 


C.C.A. 6-23-54. 


the judge, in dis- 


the 


constituted re- 
Strauch v. U.S., ¢ 





lawyer, the honorable law en- 
forcement officer who is zealous | the 
to do his duty without himself | tice 
engaging in lawless practices, 
and the student of civil liber- 
ties? The divided opinion of the 
majority in this case is certain- | and 
ly no guide. Mr. Justice Jack-|an 


son’s distinguishing of the Irvine 
case from the Rochin case on 
the ground that Rochin contain- 


ed the element of coercion still | Ply 
leaves the determination of con- 
stitutionality in any particular | the 
case to a Subjective standard, as It 
does Mr. Justice Frankfurter’s | cutors 
reliance on “canons of decency | Tes 
and fairness.” In his dissenting 
opinion in Rochin Mr. Justice | Selves 
Douglas indicated the unreli- | [Ul 
ability of Mr. Justice Frankfurt- | Some 
er’s test by listing a long line | /JUS' 
of cases in which official con- 


duct similar to that in Rochin : 
was approved “by responsible % 
courts with judges as sensitive The 
as we are to the proper stand- ; 
|ards of law ediinistration.” might 
But Mr. Frankfurter’s desire to loss 


subject the rules of official con- 
duct to the test of due process 
need not necessarily be left in 
the nebulous state of referral 
to differing judges’ conceptions 
“decencies of civilized 
conduct”, an approach which 


all 
las 


Mr 


thoroughgoing interpret 
Bill of Rights that Mr. 
Douglas 
Black have most predominantly 
and most consistently 
a long series of both concurring 
dissenting 
interpretation 
nate ALL forced confessions, 
searches 
without warrant, 
decency 
federal 


serts 
forcement 


been reduced by the elin 


neverthe! 
tainly 


should | 
the law 


| ) 
a few conviction r 
‘ Snr Orennene: cies 
the first to con ith 


, and the 
titutions, 
indulge in 
Justice 
business.” 








dirty 


ation of 
Jus- 
and Mr. Justice 


pressed in 
opinions. Such 
would elimi- 
ALL 
seizures made 
and would ap- 
“canons” of 


and 


express 





equally to the states and 
government. 
possible that some prose- 


might find their activities 
tricted by 


Varlous 


being deprived of 


weapons that they them- 
recognize to be of doubt- 
legality; it is possible that 
criminals may escape their 


because the en- 
officer’s arse! 


al } P 
idi Ilds 


a 
tion 










yons. 
ment 

principles 
exceed 


ionable 
gOV 


quest 
Paln to a 
on moral 


ess 














Holmes called “a 





may or may not be as ad hoe 
as Mr. Justice Clark insists it 
The “canons of decency and 
are expressly written 
down in the very instrument 
which the Supreme Court relies 


to 


of Rights is a concrete expression 
of those principles and a strict 
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adherence to the Bill of Rights 
might go far in avoiding the 
}innumerable and annoying fine 
distinctions which have been 
;|made by various courts and 
which drive legal students to 
distraction. It is for such a 
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Labor Law Developments in the States 





New ‘right to work’ laws in 
three states 
| mentioned the 


indications of revived interest in| tively few legislatures 






















membership or nonmembérship late petitions while the title was | 
|in a labor union. Besides those 
states are Ala- 


convened, 


| Work Committee, Inc., of Black- | 
foot, had been unable to circu- | 


_ Study of Operation of 
American Law 


| 


under question and, no matter | 
| which way the court had ruled, 


By Bethune Jones | bama, Arizona, Arkansas, Flor-|could not obtain the required Ithaca, N. Y—A $350,000 ae TRENTON (ACCN)—4A ; 
First of two articles | ida, Georgia, Iowa, Nebraska, | 20,475 signatures before the July} dowment for a broad study of the| prohibiting the sale of al, 

New York (ACCN) Louisi- | Nevada, North Carolina, North|2 deadline for ballot proposals. | day-to-day operation of Ameri-| drinks from slot machi; 

ana’s enactment of a new so-| Dakota, South Dakota, Tennessee In its 4-to-1 opinion, the Idaho/| can law has been bequeathed to| New Jersey was laid 

called “right to work” law, pro-| and Texas. court said the proposed law’s; Cornell University by William G.| state alcoholic beverage ¢-. 
hibiting the closed shop and That three new laws of this|chief features were ‘that a per-| McRoberts, an alumnus who for| director William How Dey 
other forms of compulsory | type were put on the statute son shall be allowed to seek, gain,]many years practiced law in| who asserted he had 5 
unionism, follows several earlier | books this year, when compara-|obtain and retain employment) Peoria, IIl. heard of a machine tha 
whether or not he; President Deane W. Malott an-| say ‘no’ to a minor or a ¢; 


regardless of 


is a member of a labor union or/ nounced that the university ha 
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Coin Machine Liquo, 
Sales Barred in 
New Jersey 
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UP TO 1-3rd ON 
APPELLATE PRINTING 
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6'5 x 9'4 format, may we urge you to take advantage of this 


this method in the state courts in the regular 


substantial and significant saving the next time you are tak- 


ing an appeal. 


Joseph B. Tobish 
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labor relations legislation in/|is regarded by observers as sig- n 
State capitals which is expected | nificant in view of the fact that /)a labor organization.” By failing | established the McRoberts Pro- | served.” 
to reach full-blown proportions j all of the other “right to work” | to say anything about labor un-| fessorship in Administration of Replying to an inquiry frp 
next year, when the legislatures | laws — excepting Alabama’s,|ions, the court said, the short the Law. and has appointed Prof.!| atlantic City tavern — 
of 44 states convene in regular| which was adopted last year—| title originally given by the at- Bertram F. Willcox of the Cor-| pavis further comment 
session. | were enacted in 1947 or earlier.|torney general was “defective nell Law School as its first OC-|jt’s the custom of ‘bendin:. 
Similar “right to work” laws | The current-year activity is thus and does not comply with stat- | cupant bartender’s ear’ that you 
were enacted earlier this vear in | Viewed as reversing the coolness| utory requirements. The McRoberts endowment! avoid, just hire unsymr 
Mississippi and South Carolina, | Which lawmakers in the states In ruling on the question as/| Provides for a very unusual and bartenders but don't 
while an existing law of this type | generally showed to controversial|to whether it had the right to) Much needed study, the an-|your responsibility as 
was strengthened in Virginia. labor relations legislative pro-jreview titles given initiative NOouncement said. Where protes- keeper.” 
Seventeen states now have | posals over the last six years measures by the attorney gen- | S!l0Nai groups have investigated | The tavern ropr . 
such laws, providing that the | States in which it already has | eral, the Idaho court's majority various single aspects of the law, | ..:¢q whether he could 
ie ‘ t : Se 5 aati ae aaa eas . ve * th * Cc rel] yroi ct will attempt aS Vv CL i CUOULU 6 
right of a person to work “shall; been indicated proposals for|opinion, written by Justice Ray- '®é a eee oe over’ la self-service tavern 
not be denied” on account of | “right to work” laws oe be | mond L. Givens, said: a general survey of its actual ad-! Giinks would be “dispense: 
i ea a pushed next year include Idaho,} «we may consider this ™ tration from the public individual coin slot 
Kansas and Oklahoma. proceeding in the nature of a ane i: ee that | {om each original bottle 
An attempt to put such al/writ of certiorari or review to... McR soberts provided that “Drinks.” Davis inf 3 
: ; 2 é the fund’s income be used “to rinkKS, avis ini d 
measure on the November gen-!declare the legal requirements ~ Rey ST eggs eI i“should be served bv ‘ 
om 1] tHhic one hich the short | determine the quality of the ad-| S#0Ut@ De served by ai 
eral election ballot in Idaho this} and standards by which the short SAE es Meare | keeper or his employe: ; 
year was blocked through a suit | title is to be constructed and to ~~” tration of ene saw ORY the} = ED GPE 
x . j whliec i >| DY an impersonal Machin e 
challenging its title determine h wring or not the CGurs ane puoiic officials | ™ : ‘ 
AND 1a gi s tit Shas i min h r et * a. throughout the various states|ated at the whim of 2 
The Idaho Supreme court dis- title as submitted by the attor- Ironning 0} 
sans and communities and the hon-|@ropping a coin. I 
approved “right to work ini la-| ney general com plies therewith.” | ‘ “> cape Ss : : ¢ : he 
a} ed gi rk 1 ney general co i] estv or dishonestv of suct j- | Ol machines that can 
tive proposal” as the short title 13 ¢ sty or ais! Sty of such ad-| ‘ : 
Pena BS ae en — A ‘nting opinion on this) yjnistra ion gyrate, formulate, cal e 
for the proposed = measure.! point was filed by Justice C. J. tas .s that the|@lmost cogitate, but I 
In All of slahing hey S ated, Dna court bigot Tavlor, who said, among other Feat the yet heard of a machin . 
os wee a “hb measure I0r/ things, that such cases should Ifare of the;S2Y ‘no’ to a minor 
é the right to work regardless of. ,,..- + th hio} eourt he we ns ~ - aoe 
pase n ome ) the hith court) s.5: 4061 an ; nq {Or any er person 
New Jersey, New York, || «ion membership or non-mem-| 2°... ©ome,_*©,, thE court individual and “the public, and} °F any other perso 
= eae hi ES ne ey en ee hrough the District courts De-| no+ from the official vie not be served. 
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LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW_JDPRSEY | Dated: June 24, 1954 
DEP Gu TMENT OF STATE | ESTATE OF GEORGE M. MAROUKIS, de- 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ceased ’ a 
To all = lps these presents may come, Pursuant to the order of SAMUEL 8. 
SAIBER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
AS, It appears to my satisfaction, | this day Pots on the lication of the 
by duly thenti cated record of the proceed- | undersizne “xecutor of said deceased. notice 
in f voluntary dissolution thereof | is hereby | given, to the creditors of said 
y. l consent of all the stock- | deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber under 
in my office that oath or affirmation, their claims demands 
COMPANY against the estate of sid de within 
a corpor », whose principal | six months from this date oor will be 
office is 8 Broad Street, | forever barred ee prosecuting or recovering 
‘Ol > oO esse the same against the ba r 
COUnee Oe pee JOHN PARAKLAS 
rr) lenry J. Haug, 
he agent therein and in charge thereof, Attorney 
whom process ,may be served), has 
complied with the require ts of Title 14, 29 99 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes aoe oF 
of New Labi prelir inary to the issuing 
of this ¢ te of Dissolution. Dated: June 24, 1954 
NOW, THEI EFORE, 1, the Secretary of | ESTATE OF RAGNA M. ANDERSON, de- 
tate of the ate of New Jersey, Do Herebs ceased 
Certify that the corporation did, on the Pursuant to the order of SAMUEL S. 
“irst ‘ « 39 file in my] SAIBER Surrogate of the County of 
cuted and att ested consent] Essex, this day made, on the application 
dissolution of said cor-| of the undersigned, Exeeutor of said deceas- 
by all the stockholders | +d, notice is hereby given to the creditors 
consent and the record! of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
are now on file} under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
ided_ by law. | demands against the estate of said deceased, 
WHEREOF, I withi n six months from this date, or they 
my hand and af- be forever barred from prosecuting or 
seal, at Trenton, recovering the same against the subscriber. 
of July, A.D.,| FREDERIC C. RITGER 
sand nine hundred and | 744 Broad Street 
fift | Newark 2, N. 
EDW. AR 1) J. PATTEN, | L.J.—July 1, 8, 15, 22, 29 
Secretary of State | 
L.3.—July 8. 15. 22 $12.80 | 
ee —_———_—_—_—___-+-——__———_—— | Btate of New Jersey, ee of Banking 
and Insurance—Trenton, May 28, 1954 Where- 
Srnopsis of the Annual Statement of th The NORTH AMERIC AN LIFE INSUKANCE 
FiREMAN’S FUND INDEMNITY COMPANY, | COMPANY OF CHICAGO, located at Chicago, 
San 1e State of California, on in the State of Illinois, has filed in this De- 
the of “‘Dece ber, 1953, made to the partment a sworn statement by the proper 
Insurance Commiss r of the State of New officers thereof, showing its condition on De- 
Jersey pursuant law. Assets: Bonds, $57,- cember 31, 1953, and business for the year and 
335,647.21; Stocks, $8,146,981.00; Cash and bank has complied in all respects with the laws of 
deposits, $1,362,238 48; Agents’ balances, $5,972,- this State applicable to it; now, therefore, I, 
400.56: { receivable taken for premiums, t N Gaffney, Commissioner of Banking 
$2 nce recoverable on loss pay- Insurance of the State of New Jersey, do 
m 3.73; Total interest, dividends and certify that said Company is duly au- 
re accrued, $216,777 55; Other assets, to transact its appropria 5 
$3 Total admitted assets, $73.415,- 
177.47. Liabilities: Losses and loss adjustment 
exp 33,890,440.26; Contingent commissions 
anc similar charges, $129,693.86; Unearned 
pr $20,.581,462.34; Funds held by com- 
par reinsurance treaties, $422,228 55; 
A ties, $4,156.370.52; Total labile lu 
ities ; Capital paid up, $2.000,- ” Income for 6 
000.00; n gned funds (surplus), $12.234,- nts for the $4.418,< 
981.94; $14.234,981.94; Total, $73,415.177.47. 
n f President; Jack B. McCowan, REOF 
(Seal) 4 ion 
In. 2 9 abo 
; of See joner 
Dated: J 
ESTATI SANTO POTENZO ) J 8. 15. 22 $ 40 
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Bankruptcies : :; Announcements 
t> | Eee 
BRAN‘ 7. Winfield oy egg we FLORMAN, Daisy, 119 Newark Ave., Jersey | Morgan E. Thomas and J. Rob- 
Ave 0. of National : : ( ry; vol liab. $6.497.97; assets $ 4 = ‘ 
$14-542.047 aanct $371 8 T"tett. Lipkin; | refr' Weelans & Cahill! soirs Reuben P. | €Tt Peacock have formed a part- 
ynwoo ore ¢ lds 5 shi i 
BATTIG LIERI, | Koceo, ‘Ine., 1001 Summit | WSAMOTO, corge. t/a George Hisamoto nership for the general practice 
syle deg Bt) Mi hedes liab. $13,561.86; | Iso Station, 146 Broad n;| Of the law under the firm name 
2.50; recr osept ori Zz rai $2.366.53 a 
"4 Gln, Ce eee) ans & Cahill; solr. of Thomas and Peacock, 
dano : : stiaaast : : 
Harry William, 57 Mill St.,| LEWIS 262 Madison Ave Schwehm Building, Atlantic City. 
B ld; IF roles oy $3.27 fe ¢ Ze rapa ad Amboy (ae oF 1.4 sicily acess 
non fr eclans & Cahi solr. Joseph | ofr 
x 7 Bertram C. Bland has moved | 
be oc | - 
I 44 Ne Bruns- | : = - ee 
ee tab. $2,460.34, | his office to 539 High Street, | 
lang & Cahill; solr Newark 2. 
Ave., 
vol 


fr. Lipkin: 


e rket, 51 Washingt | 
St n (No sche dules file i yet) rete. 
Cahill; solr, A. King Braelow; 
F William, 11 Ridge Rd., 
vol liab. $13,818.06; assets 
Weelans & Cahill; solr. Alan 
1: 7-16 








ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 
U. S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 1 
Mitchell 3-6136 } $15 
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NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
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Prompt — Accurate — Reasonable 


ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 
Courts. 
CERTIFICATES 

standing. aus 
SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 
Courts. 
INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 
Trenton. 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
ESSEX BILDG., TRENTON 8, N.J. 
NEWARK 2,N. J. Tel. TRenton 6-8439 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 


of regularity of proceedings or corporate 


STATE OF JER: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
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RECENT ADDITIONS TO OUR 
EVER EXPANDING LINE OF NEW JERSEY'S 
FOREMOST LEGAL FORMS 


+3—Acknowledgement of Service 


23C—Respondent’s Answer Employee's Claim Petition 
20C—Employee’s Claim Petition for Compensation 
25—Appearance 

26—Stipulation of Dismissal 

120 PD—Interrogatories—Property Damage © 4 to set 
Padded 50 
430 CS—Consent Judgment (2 pages to set—Padded 50) 


50) 


pages 


420 PI—Interrogatories—Personal Injury 


430 FS—Formal Settlement (2 pages to set-—Padded 
430 LC—Litigated Case (2 pages to set—Padded 50) 
1320—Blank Contract, Ind. or Corp. 
3520—Attending Physician’s Report 


3540—Series Notes, Perforated, 4 on page (With Endorsement 
Clause) 

3610—Annual Report by a Domestic Corporation 

4070—Summons and Complaint in Tenancy 

4080—Affidavit of Proof—Non Military Service Affidavit 


Samples and Catalog Sent on Request 


ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 
502 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 
MArket 


Phone 4-5577 

















H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 
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| CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY | FOR RENT 
ATTORNEY. B sEGI NNER OR EXPERIENC- ATTRACTIVE OFFICE IN [ayy 
|: ed. nted to assist general law practi- Suite. Reasonable rent. Ample ¢.* 
e law practice in| storage space. Secretary’s service 
ng work. ease | MArket 2-3744. “= 
| salary expected. 
| BROAD STREE NEW ARK 
| office and r i 
ie T OPPORTUNITY FOR ATTOE 
me associated in w sfirr 
IY 4 4 re Asbury Park 
| FOR SALE 
A IRNEY I ) IN 
ie Pr rs of FOR SALE—LAW _ LIBRARY 
| tir lar or in . Re 
| s g i BR me 
| 412. e Se t 9-0098 
| ATTORNEY, 27, ADMITTED N. J. & D.C CREDIT REPORTS: : 
} ‘ n Ss. S¢€ ks rial work a part tim ‘ vi 
abe net sri’ Wale 2") | NEW JERSEY BUREAY 
; se Eee WILLIAM C. FAY, Genera! Mans 
ig 1 r oa MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, Nj 
di PHONE: UNionville 2-5444 
UNE WIRE: Union, N. J. 
- —We Cooperate With Attorney 
. SARASOHN & CoO, 
MIT FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR Th 
Box 4 ‘ POLICYHOLDER 
786 Broad Street, nu! 
FOR RENT Newark 2, N. J. oe 
MArket 3-3213-4 
ATTRAC- 









> IN LAWYERS 
i : ~ i k. Alp 
d. Tel. 











nishe 
































. Fire Adjusting his 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS B: 4 


IRVING M. MINION 


Associated Adjusters 
24 Commerce St.. Newark 
Mitchell 2-1771 MArket 2.3% 


























ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITE 


col | WD. ETTINGER & COP 

“Ss | BIRE ADJUSTERS 
th all the provisions of FOR THE ASSURED 

eae (et wen. : 20: tee 9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
tions thereto: Mitchell 2-4694-5 

















BArclay 7-2574 PL 


SAMUEL K. PEARSO 
CONSULTING METEOROLOGC! 
Expert Witness 40 Yrs. N.Y N 

nt wit 1217 South End hae a 

1 certified Plainfield, N. 


39 Cortland St., Room 1 NY 

















ee een a 35 YEARS EXPER 


SUE" Fikes APPRAISER 


128 Market Street REAL & 


PERSONAL PROPERTY 

ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX 

FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COUF 

— ESTATES LIQUIDATED 
M. R. LANES 

200 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5 
MArket 3-1119 





Nid 














TEANECK AUCTION GALLERIES 
eck, N.J 


412 Cedar Lane, Tean 
Expert Appraisers and L 
Estates and Personal Prog 
1937. Select Clientele 

Ref. Hackensack Trust Compary 


























Peoples Trust Con aie 
B. Davis, Auct. Phone TE. 6! 
RE: SAMUEL (SABINO) DIGAETANO f= 
a/k/a DiGaetano, dec’d 
If you drafted or have any knowledge of the Will of the abo 


late of 32 Columbia Street, West Orange. \.] 


ORange 5-3113. 


named decedent, 


kindly inform Keating & Keating. 

















LAWYERS-CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 





Titles Insured Throughout New Jersey on the one 


Certification of Authorized Attorneys 





A New Jersey Corporation - Organized 1925 





Serving New Jersey Yr, hi 





AGENCIES IN — "24 
CAMDEN - HACKENSACK - NEW BRUNSWICK - TOMS RI‘OR 





7 NELSON PLACE NEWARK, N.J. [B23 
Mitchell 2-7875 

























